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earth. All the evidence suggests that there was a comparable
development in South-western Asia about the fourth millen-
nium b.c., where were made a number of discoveries and
inventions—corn-growing, cattle-breeding, metal-working,
the wheel, the sail, the loom, the brick—which, when diffused,
transformed the majority of mankind from wandering food-
gatherers to settled food-producers.
The chief difference between these two great ebullitions of
civilization is that while our modern ebullition is primarily
secular, the ancient ebullition was primarily religious, being
closely linked with the cult of the divine king. The rites and
dogmas of this cult have been set out by Professor Hocart
(in his Kingship^ and his Kings and Councillors)., and whether
we find it in Peru, Fiji, Uganda, or Ancient Rome, it bears
what seem quite unmistakable traces of a common origin.
It is known to have been in existence in South-western Asia
in the fourth millennium b.c., and may well have originated
there, in association with the discoveries and inventions
listed above. These may well have been made by the priests
of the cult, who were probably the leaders of secular as well
as of religious thought.
There have been other ebullitions of civilization, in Greece,
in China, and elsewhere, but they were far less important
than that of South-west Asia, from which they derived most
of their elements.
Civilization, then, far from being a process that keeps
going on 'everywhere, is really an event which has only
happened twice. We can form an idea of why it happened
the second time, but have really no data for an opinion as to
how the first civilization arose. All we can say is that its
founders must have possessed all that there then was of
knowledge, but at the same time must have succeeded in
preserving or freeing themselves from that subservience to
the past which prevents all savages, and indeed the great
majority of the human race, from originating anything.

